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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 JJSC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to 
which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dimenstein et al. [US 
2002/0086703] (hereinafter Dimenstein) in view of Martinez [US 5208446] (hereinafter 
Martinez). 
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1. Regarding claim 1, Dimenstein disclose a secure point-of-sale cellular telephone docking 
module system (0006; Pg. 1) comprising: a cellular telephone including an auxiliary connector; 
(113; fig.3; 0032; Pg.3) 

a docking module having a docking module connector to electrically connect with said auxiliary 
connector; (0032; Pg.3) 

Dimenstein fails to disclose docking module further including at least one magnetic 
media reading device in electrical communication with said microprocessor. However, Martinez 
teaches in an analogous art, that docking module further including a microprocessor; (fig. 2; 
Col.3; 10-16) 

said docking module further including at least one magnetic media reading device in 
electrical communication with said microprocessor; (54; fig.2; Col.3; 16-21) 
said docking module further including a printing device in electrical communication with said 
microprocessor; (12; fig. 2; Col.3; 39-50) 

said docking module further including a multifunctional security access integrated circuit in 
electrical communication with said microprocessor; (54; fig.2; Col.3; 16-39) and 
said docking module further including an electrical power source (17; fig. 1) for said 
microprocessor, said magnetic media reading device, said multifunctional security access module 
and said printing device. (Col.3; 4-10) Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of invention to include docking module further including at least one 
magnetic media reading device in electrical communication with said microprocessor in order to 
provide a method for wirelessly utilizing credit information to verify and accept payment for the 
order. 
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2. Regarding claim 2, Dimenstein discloses all the particulars of the claim except magnetic 
media reading device is a magnetic strip card reader. However, Martinez teaches in an analogous 
art, that the secure point-of-sale cellular telephone docking module system of claim 1 wherein 
said magnetic media reading device is a magnetic strip card reader. (54; fig. 2; Col. 3; 16-21) 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
to include magnetic media reading device is a magnetic strip card reader in order to provide a 
method for wirelessly utilizing credit information to verify and accept payment for the order. 

3. Regarding claim 3, Dimenstein discloses all the particulars of the claim except magnetic 
media reading device is a magnetic ink character reader. However, Martinez teaches in an 
analogous art, that the secure point-of-sale cellular telephone docking module system of claim 
1 wherein said magnetic media reading device is a magnetic ink character reader. (54; fig.2; 
Col. 3; 16-21) Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of invention to include magnetic media reading device is a magnetic ink character reader in order 
to provide a method for wirelessly utilizing credit information to verify and accept payment for 
the order. 

4. Regarding claim 4, Dimenstein the secure point-of-sale cellular telephone docking module 
system of claim 1 wherein said printing device is a thermal docket printer. (0030; Pg.2) 



Application/Control Number: 10/027,485 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2683 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dimenstein & Martinez 
further in view of Axiohm Thermal Printer Mechanism, User's Manual THTP Series, 
Preliminary Issue, reference 3104660-FDE, October, 1998. (hereinafter Axiohm). 

5. Regarding claim 5, the above combination discloses all the particulars of the claim except 
printing device is an Axiohm model CHTP-9024 thermal printer. However, Axiohm teaches in 
an analogous art, that the secure point-of-sale cellular telephone docking module system of claim 
1 wherein said printing device is an Axiohm model CHTP-9024 thermal printer, (first paragraph; 
Introduction; Pg. 1) Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to include an Axiohm model CHTP-9024 thermal printer in order to provide a 
particular type of printer. 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dimenstein & Martinez 
further in view of Siddoway et al. [US 5535434] (hereinafter Siddoway). 

6. Regarding claim 6, the above combination discloses all the particulars of the claim except 
microprocessor is a Motorola MC68HC71 1 microprocessor. However, Siddoway teaches in an 
analogous art, that the secure point-of-sale cellular telephone docking module system of claim 1 
wherein said microprocessor is a Motorola MC68HC71 1 microprocessor. (Col.2; 50-58) 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
to include microprocessor is a Motorola MC68HC71 1 microprocessor in order to provide a 
particular type of microprocessor. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sharad Rampuria whose telephone number is 703-308-4736. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri. (9:00-5:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Trost can be reached on 703-308-53 18. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9314 for regular 
communications and 703-872-9314 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-4700. 

Sharad Rampuria 
August 22, 2004 
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